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Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost- Cycle 3

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				City of Rosemead																		Date:		10-Jun-16

		Project Description:						SR2S Gap Closure on Delta Avenue

		Project Location:						Mission Drive and Delta Avenue, vearing South to Wells Street on Delta Avenue for approximately 3600 feet. 

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																		Jonathan Wu						License #:				C54747



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)																Cost Breakdown



																		ATP Eligible Costs/Items				ATP Ineligible Costs/Items 				Corps/CCC
to construct



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization						1		LS		$50,000.00		$50,000		100%		$50,000		0%		$0				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Traffic Control						1		LS		$10,000.00		$10,000		100%		$10,000		0%		$0						$0

		3		Stormwater Protection Plan						1		LS		$20,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		4										LS				$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		5														$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)

		6		Concrete Curbing						3600		LF		$3.50		$12,600		100%		$12,600		0%		$0						$0

		7		Curb and gutter						3600		LF		$2.00		$7,200		100%		$7,200		0%		$0						$0

		8		Concrete Sidewalk						14400		SF		$15.00		$216,000		100%		$216,000		0%		$0						$0

		9		Driveway						80		EA		$2,000.00		$160,000		100%		$160,000		0%		$0						$0

		10		Curb ramps						8		EA		$3,000.00		$24,000		100%		$24,000		0%		$0						$0

		11		Removal Fence						1800		LF		$5.00		$9,000		100%		$9,000		0%		$0						$0

		12		Retaining Wall						500		CY		$800.00		$400,000		100%		$400,000		0%		$0						$0

		13		Landscape						20		EA		$400.00		$8,000		100%		$8,000		0%		$0						$0

		14														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		15														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		16														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		17														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)

		18		Trees								EA				$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		19		Shrubs/groundcover								SQFT				$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		20		Irrigation / Water Connection								LS				$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		21														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		22														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		23														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		24														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Subtotal of Construction Items:														$916,800				$916,800				$0						$0

																				$45,840		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												10.00%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$91,680				$91,680				$0

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$1,008,480				$1,008,480				$0



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):												$   20,000						$20,000				$0

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):												$   50,000						$50,000				$0				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   70,000						$70,000				$0				7%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   2,000						$2,000				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   2,000						$2,000				$0



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   20,000						$20,000				$0				2%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$92,000						$92,000				$0



		Total Construction Costs:												$1,028,480						$112,000				$0

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$1,100,480						$1,100,480				$0



		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

		Item Number(s):				Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)









&D	&P of &N




DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles only)		EA

				Street Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Conduit and Boxes		LF or LS		Option stand-alone item (can be part of lighting)







		Landscaping Items

				Transplant Tree		EA		No Palm Trees allowed. Average $400

				Tree Well		EA		average $600

				Remove Tree 		EA		Small trees are accounted for in clearing and grubbing (5" diameter or smaller) $700 to $800

				Tree Grate		EA		average $350

				Fall Tree		EA		average $1,000

				 











		Other Miscellaneous Items

				Minor Concrete (Minor Structure)		CY		average $1200

				6' Retaining Wall		CY		6' tall L shape wall 0.60 cy/lf.  Average $800

				4' Retaining Wall		CY		4' tall L shape wall 0.45 cy/lf.  Average $700



				Ped/Bike Bridge		EA





				Roadway Drainage		LS

				Chain Link Fence

				Iron / Decorative Fence
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City of Rosemead SR2S
Picture Guide
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1. On Wells Street facing north up Delta Avenue. No sidewalks or ADA ramps present.

2. Northeast corner of Delta Ave and Wells St. 3. Northwest Corner of Delta Ave and Wells St.
No ADA ramps or sidewalk No ADA ramps or sidewalk,






4. Middle of road on Delta Ave approximately 200 feet North from Delta Ave/Wells St
intersection. No ADA ramps or sidewalk, berm visible and encroachment on City right of way.
Facing north.

5. East side of Delta Avenue approximately 250 feet north from Wells St/ Delta Intersection.
Major berm that requires retaining wall. Facing North






6. West side of Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet north from Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.
No sidewalk. Facing north

7. Center of road on Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet North from Wells St/Delta Ave. No
sidewalks and encroachment on City right of way. Facing north






8. East side of Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet north of Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.

Sidewalk, may need relocate utility pole. Facing north

9. West side of Delta Ave approximately 1000 feet north of Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.
No side walk present, slight berm. Facing South on Delta.

No





10. East side of Delta Ave approximately 600 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave. No sidewalk
and encroachment on City property. Facing North.

11. East side of Delta Ave approximately 400 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave intersection.
No sidewalks, encroachments and utility pole would need to moved. Facing north.






12. West side of Delta Avenue approximately 325 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave. No
sidewalks, encroachment and youth observed walking on road.

B

13. East side of Delta Avenue'approximately 200 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave
intersection. No sidewalk, encroachment and berm.






14. South East corner of Delta Ave and Mission Road. Multiple walking hazards along the right of
way. No sidewalk. Facing south on Delta Avenue.






15. Middle of Wells Street facing south. No sidewalk, encroachments and no ADA ramps present.

16. South-West intersection of Mission Drive and Delta Avenue. No sidewalk and encroachment.

TUESDAY
6ANRI0AN] . S
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

REPORT 1 - COLLISIONS AND VICTIMS BY MOTOR VEHICLE INVOLVED

01/01/2015 thru 12/31/2015
Includes State Highway cases

This report is accepted subject to the Terms of Use. Due to collision records processing backlogs, SWITRS data is typically seven months behind. Data
requested for dates seven months prior to the current date will be incomplete.

Report Run Date: 06/10/2016

Jurisdiction(s): Los Angeles County

Location: Rosemead:Los Angeles

OTHER | COMPLAINT
IOICIEAA= sl iGN AO R SO ) SohlEIEys | calIoE | callseNe | SeLUEENS| YETvE | WEnts | s Nt Nt

NON- COLLISION 3 2 1 2 2
PEDESTRIAN 15 1 13 1 16 6 8
OTHER MOTOR VEHICLE 378 2 127 249 187 19 167
MOTOR VEH ON OTHER RDWY 2 1 1 2 2
PARKED MOTOR VEHICLE 78 8 70 1 7 4
BICYCLE 33 2 1 2 12 18
FIXED OBJECT 36 13 23 13 9 3
OTHER OBJECT 1 1

TOTAL: 546 3 196 347 263 53 204
I-SWITRS Reports Page 1 of 1





City of Rosemead

to 12/31/2015

Collision Summary Report

& DELTA AVENUE

1/29/2010

Vehicle - Pedestrian  Pedestrian

fan
jan
er Car

2/6/2010
Rear-End

er Car

Vehicle
er Car

10/18/2011
Rear-End

er Car

er Car

1/3/2013
Rear-End

er Car

er Car

3/12/2013
Broadside

er Car

er Car

18:08  Friday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Pedestrian Violation

South Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HBD Impairment Un Assoc Factor: Not Stated

West Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

02:37 Saturday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE

Parked Motor Vehicle Driving Under Influence

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HBD Under Influenc Assoc Factor: Not Stated

East Parked
Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated

07:55 Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Other Motor Vehicle  Unsafe Speed

East Proceeding Straight

Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
East Stopped in Road

Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

14:00 Thursday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Other Motor Vehicle  Unsafe Speed

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
08:00 Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE

Other Motor Vehicle  Auto R/W Violation

West Making Left Turn
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

48' Direction: West

21954A Hit & Run: No
Male Age: 25
Not Stated
Male Age: 25

Air Bag Not Deployed

122' Direction: West
23152A Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 36

Lap/Shoulder Harness Used

Not State
Not Stated

Age:

26" Direction: West
22350 Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 27

Air Bag Not Deployed

Female

Age: 39

Air Bag Not Deployed

4'  Direction: West
22350 Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 18

Air Bag Not Deployed

Male

Age: 23

Air Bag Not Deployed

6' Direction: West

21801A

Female
Air Bag Deployed

Female
Air Bag Deployed

Hit & Run: No
Age: 42

Age: 62

Dark - Street Light .Clear

Other Visible [njury

Not Stated

Not Stated

#1nj: 1

Dark - Street Light Raining
Property Damage Only #1nj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated
Daylight

Cloudy

Property Damage Only #Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight

Clear

Property Damage Only #1nj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Clear

#1nj: 1






& DELTA AVENUE

1/27/2014 15:17 Monday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Rear-End Other Motor Vehicle Unknown
West Proceeding Straight
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Slowing/Stopping
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
9/10/2014 17:20 Wednesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Broadside Other Motor Vehicle  Auto R/W Violation
East Making Left Turn
ruck Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Proceeding Straight
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
2/3/2015 07:27  Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Vehicle - Pedestrian  Pedestrian Unknown
East Proceeding Straight
or Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
ian South Not Stated
an Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
7/6/2015 17:25  Monday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Head-On Other Motor Vehicle  Improper Turning
East Proceeding Straight
ar Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Proceeding Straight
2r Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
Vehicle West Parked
or Car Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated
Vehicle West Parked
ar Car Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated
&
DRIVE
TA AVENUE
ed: True

nd Time

2'  Direction: West
Hit & Run: No

Male Age: 50
Air Bag Not Deployed

Female  Age:51
Air Bag Not Deployed

Daylight

Clear

Property Damage Only #Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

0' Direction: Not State Daylight

21801A Hit & Run: No

Female  Age: 58
Air Bag Not Deployed

Female  Age:36
Air Bag Not Deployed
25" Direction: East
Hit & Run: No
Female  Age:18
Air Bag Not Deployed
Male Age: 41
Not Stated
33" Direction: West
22107 Hit & Run: No
Female  Age:53
Air Bag Deployed
Male Age: 26
Air Bag Deployed
Not State Age:
Not Stated

Not State Age:
Not Stated

Clear

Property Damage Only #1Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Not Stated

Not Stated

Clear

Clear

#Inj:1

#Inj:1

f

F

F

F
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1 Collision Summary Report
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nd Time







City of Rosemead SR2S
Picture Guide
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1. On Wells Street facing north up Delta Avenue. No sidewalks or ADA ramps present.

2. Northeast corner of Delta Ave and Wells St. 3. Northwest Corner of Delta Ave and Wells St.
No ADA ramps or sidewalk No ADA ramps or sidewalk,






4. Middle of road on Delta Ave approximately 200 feet North from Delta Ave/Wells St
intersection. No ADA ramps or sidewalk, berm visible and encroachment on City right of way.
Facing north.

5. East side of Delta Avenue approximately 250 feet north from Wells St/ Delta Intersection.
Major berm that requires retaining wall. Facing North






6. West side of Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet north from Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.
No sidewalk. Facing north

7. Center of road on Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet North from Wells St/Delta Ave. No
sidewalks and encroachment on City right of way. Facing north






8. East side of Delta Avenue approximately 750 feet north of Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.

Sidewalk, may need relocate utility pole. Facing north

9. West side of Delta Ave approximately 1000 feet north of Wells St/Delta Ave intersection.
No side walk present, slight berm. Facing South on Delta.

No





10. East side of Delta Ave approximately 600 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave. No sidewalk
and encroachment on City property. Facing North.

11. East side of Delta Ave approximately 400 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave intersection.
No sidewalks, encroachments and utility pole would need to moved. Facing north.






12. West side of Delta Avenue approximately 325 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave. No
sidewalks, encroachment and youth observed walking on road.

B

13. East side of Delta Avenue'approximately 200 feet south of Mission Dr. and Delta Ave
intersection. No sidewalk, encroachment and berm.






14. South East corner of Delta Ave and Mission Road. Multiple walking hazards along the right of
way. No sidewalk. Facing south on Delta Avenue.






15. Middle of Wells Street facing south. No sidewalk, encroachments and no ADA ramps present.

16. South-West intersection of Mission Drive and Delta Avenue. No sidewalk and encroachment.

TUESDAY
6ANRI0AN] . S
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City of Rosemead Boundary Map with Project Area
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SGVCOG

OFFICERS

President
Gene Murabito

1*'Vice President
Kevin Stapleton

2" Vice President
Cynthia Sternquist

3" Vice President
Margaret Clark

MEMBERS
Alhambra
Arcadia

Azusa

Baldwin Park
Bradbury
Claremont
Covina
Diamond Bar
Duarte

El Monte
Glendora
Industry
Irwindale

La Cafiada Flintridge
La Puente

La Verne
Monrovia
Montebello
Monterey Park
Pasadena
Pomona
Rosemead
SanDimas
San Gabriel
San Marino
Sierra Madre
South EI Monte
South Pasadena
Temple City
Walnut

West Covina

First District, LA County
Unincorporated Communities

Fourth District, LA County

Unincorporated Communities

Fifth District, LA County
Unincorporated Communities

SGV Water Districts

June 15, 2016

Ms. Teresa McWilliams, Program Coordinator

State of California Department of Transportation
Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs
Division of Local Assistance

1120 N Street, MS-1

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Letter of Support for SR2S Sidewalk Gap Closure on Delta Avenue in the City of
Rosemead

Dear Ms. McWilliams:

On behalf of the San Gabriel Valley Coalition of Governments, | wish to express my support
for the Caltrans ATP Cycle 3 grant application from the City of Rosemead seeking funding for
the Safe Routes to Schools sidewalk gap closure on Delta Avenue.

It is widely understood that infrastructure improvements, traffic education for students, and
driver enforcement can provide positive impacts on overall pedestrian and bicyclist safety
especially when it pertains to children safely walking to school. Subsequently, installing
sidewalks along Delta Avenue would reduce the hazard of children walking on the street,
would have a traffic calming affect by providing a road diet, thus reducing speed and improving
pedestrian safety.

The San Gabriel Valley Coalition of Governments wholeheartedly supports the SR2S Sidewalk
Gap Closure on Delta Avenue in the City of Rosemead. Safe Routes to School projects create
environmental, safety, and behavioral changes that increase physical activity and promote the
health of both children and adults within our communities with high obesity rates. We applaud
the efforts of the City of Rosemead and look forward to having safer streets within the San
Gabriel Valley.

Sincerely,

—fi

~/ / ‘/L. |
Aaay

Phil Hawkey
Executive Director
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
1000 South Fremont Avenue, Unit #42 ¢ Alhambra, California 91803





3907 Rosemead Blvd.
Rosemead, CA 91770
Phone: 626-312-2900
Fax: 626-312-2906

BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Nancy Armenta
Randall Cantrell
Ronald Esquivel
Rhonda Harmon

AMY ENOMOTO-PEREZ, Ed.D., Superintendent John Quintanilla

June 1, 2016

Ms. Teresa McWilliams, Program Coordinator
State of California Department of Transportation
Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs
Division of Local Assistance

1120 N Street, MS-1

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE:  Letter of Support for SR2S Sidewalk Gap Closure on Delta Avenue in the City of Rosemead

Dear Ms. McWilliams:

On behalf of the Rosemead School District, I wish to express my support for the Caltrans ATP Cycle 3
grant application from the City of Rosemead seeking funding for the Safe Routes to Schools sidewalk gap
closure on Delta Avenue.

It is widely understood that infrastructure improvements, traffic education for students, and driver
enforcement can provide positive impacts on overall pedestrian and bicyclist safety especially when it
pertains to children safely walking to school. Subsequently, installing sidewalks along Delta Avenue
would reduce the hazard of children walking on the street, would have a traffic calming affect by
providing a road diet, thus reducing speed and improving pedestrian safety. Our district is actively
seeking opportunities to create safer routes to our school and this project will help achieve that.

The Rosemead School District wholeheartedly supports the SR2S Sidewalk Gap Closure on Delta Avenue
in the City of Rosemead. Safe Routes to School projects create environmental, safety, and behavioral
changes that increase physical activity and promote the health of both children and adults within our
communities with high obesity rates. We applaud the efforts of the City of Rosemead and look forward to
having safer streets for our students and families.

Sincerely,

b sty -ng

Amy Enomoto-Perez, Ed.D
Superintendent
Rosemead School District

Fax Numbers;
Business Office: 626-312-2907 & Child Development; 626-312-2918 ¢ Human Resources: 626-307-6148
Educational Services: 626-312-3814 @ Special Education & Support Services: 626-312-2913 » Superintendent’s Office: 626-312-2906
Nutrition Services: 626-312-2921 e Payroll: 626-312-2916 e Purchasing: 626-312-2915






Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infraqtructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
" a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits/of £ach
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map i

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

\A Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached tg
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within igftGence
area of proposed improvements.
6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials%
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project

schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

“Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified
“Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:
>< N/A a. Fornew Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1-9

(CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a.

b.

The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineerin ogic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Last, First):| W/ (), J DANAT H an |
wie: [FUBLIC. b/ OOFZ 0BG
Engineer License Number ﬁc 52217 4}, ijf‘ j

Signature:
[ [ .

owe: [ 7 579 7T L]

wuld o yotiosemend ord ]

orone: [of_ L7518 ]

Email:

At _—











Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of

the public right-of-way facilities (respo % for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.
Signature: s (. Date: June 15, 2016

Name: Bill Manis Phone: (626) 569-2100
Title: City Manager e-mail: bmanis@cityofrosemead.org

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency'’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hqg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm










STATE OF CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

REPORT 1 - COLLISIONS AND VICTIMS BY MOTOR VEHICLE INVOLVED

01/01/2015 thru 12/31/2015
Includes State Highway cases

This report is accepted subject to the Terms of Use. Due to collision records processing backlogs, SWITRS data is typically seven months behind. Data
requested for dates seven months prior to the current date will be incomplete.

Report Run Date: 06/10/2016

Jurisdiction(s): Los Angeles County

Location: Rosemead:Los Angeles

OTHER | COMPLAINT
IOICIEAA= sl iGN AO R SO ) SohlEIEys | calIoE | callseNe | SeLUEENS| YETvE | WEnts | s Nt Nt

NON- COLLISION 3 2 1 2 2
PEDESTRIAN 15 1 13 1 16 6 8
OTHER MOTOR VEHICLE 378 2 127 249 187 19 167
MOTOR VEH ON OTHER RDWY 2 1 1 2 2
PARKED MOTOR VEHICLE 78 8 70 1 7 4
BICYCLE 33 2 1 2 12 18
FIXED OBJECT 36 13 23 13 9 3
OTHER OBJECT 1 1

TOTAL: 546 3 196 347 263 53 204
I-SWITRS Reports Page 1 of 1





City of Rosemead

to 12/31/2015

Collision Summary Report

& DELTA AVENUE

1/29/2010

Vehicle - Pedestrian  Pedestrian

fan
jan
er Car

2/6/2010
Rear-End

er Car

Vehicle
er Car

10/18/2011
Rear-End

er Car

er Car

1/3/2013
Rear-End

er Car

er Car

3/12/2013
Broadside

er Car

er Car

18:08  Friday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Pedestrian Violation

South Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HBD Impairment Un Assoc Factor: Not Stated

West Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

02:37 Saturday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE

Parked Motor Vehicle Driving Under Influence

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HBD Under Influenc Assoc Factor: Not Stated

East Parked
Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated

07:55 Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Other Motor Vehicle  Unsafe Speed

East Proceeding Straight

Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
East Stopped in Road

Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

14:00 Thursday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Other Motor Vehicle  Unsafe Speed

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
08:00 Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE

Other Motor Vehicle  Auto R/W Violation

West Making Left Turn
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

East Proceeding Straight
Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated

48' Direction: West

21954A Hit & Run: No
Male Age: 25
Not Stated
Male Age: 25

Air Bag Not Deployed

122' Direction: West
23152A Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 36

Lap/Shoulder Harness Used

Not State
Not Stated

Age:

26" Direction: West
22350 Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 27

Air Bag Not Deployed

Female

Age: 39

Air Bag Not Deployed

4'  Direction: West
22350 Hit & Run: No

Male

Age: 18

Air Bag Not Deployed

Male

Age: 23

Air Bag Not Deployed

6' Direction: West

21801A

Female
Air Bag Deployed

Female
Air Bag Deployed

Hit & Run: No
Age: 42

Age: 62

Dark - Street Light .Clear

Other Visible [njury

Not Stated

Not Stated

#1nj: 1

Dark - Street Light Raining
Property Damage Only #1nj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated
Daylight

Cloudy

Property Damage Only #Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight

Clear

Property Damage Only #1nj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Clear

#1nj: 1






& DELTA AVENUE

1/27/2014 15:17 Monday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Rear-End Other Motor Vehicle Unknown
West Proceeding Straight
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Slowing/Stopping
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
9/10/2014 17:20 Wednesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Broadside Other Motor Vehicle  Auto R/W Violation
East Making Left Turn
ruck Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Proceeding Straight
er Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
2/3/2015 07:27  Tuesday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Vehicle - Pedestrian  Pedestrian Unknown
East Proceeding Straight
or Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
ian South Not Stated
an Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
7/6/2015 17:25  Monday MISSION DRIVE & DELTA AVENUE
Head-On Other Motor Vehicle  Improper Turning
East Proceeding Straight
ar Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
West Proceeding Straight
2r Car Sobriety: HNBD Assoc Factor: Not Stated
Vehicle West Parked
or Car Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated
Vehicle West Parked
ar Car Sobriety: Not Applicable Assoc Factor: Not Stated
&
DRIVE
TA AVENUE
ed: True

nd Time

2'  Direction: West
Hit & Run: No

Male Age: 50
Air Bag Not Deployed

Female  Age:51
Air Bag Not Deployed

Daylight

Clear

Property Damage Only #Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

0' Direction: Not State Daylight

21801A Hit & Run: No

Female  Age: 58
Air Bag Not Deployed

Female  Age:36
Air Bag Not Deployed
25" Direction: East
Hit & Run: No
Female  Age:18
Air Bag Not Deployed
Male Age: 41
Not Stated
33" Direction: West
22107 Hit & Run: No
Female  Age:53
Air Bag Deployed
Male Age: 26
Air Bag Deployed
Not State Age:
Not Stated

Not State Age:
Not Stated

Clear

Property Damage Only #1Inj: 0

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Daylight
Complaint of Pain

Not Stated

Not Stated

Not Stated

Not Stated

Clear

Clear

#Inj:1

#Inj:1

f

F

F

F
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1 Collision Summary Report
:0 :

0

from MISSION DRIVE to WELLS STREET (E)

0.34 miles (1,784")
4
VENUE between MISSION DRIVE and WELLS STREET (E)

on Related: True
nd Time
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The success of this 2009 Plan depends heavily on
whether Transportation Demand Management
strategies can move us into carpools, reduce our need
to drive alone, and even change our ideas about where
to live and work.

Studies have long shown that significant improvements

in reducing traffic jams and enhancing mobility rely on
major shifts away from driving alone. Transportation
Demand Management (TDM) strategies are designed to
promote alternatives to drive-alone vehicle travel. They
include improving the efficiency of existing transportation
infrastructure, eliminating or combining vehicle trips

and encouraging the deployment of new technologies that
support these objectives. These TDM programs are generally
programmed through the biennial Call for Projects process
and through an ongoing countywide rideshare program.
Other strategies are geared toward promoting smarter
growth in the future that encourage more housing and

job development in areas where the transportation
network can adequately serve them.

The following are examples of TDM projects and programs
supported by this 2009 Plan:

> Countywide TDM Implementation through
the Call for Projects

> Regionwide Metro Rideshare and Commute
Services Programs

> Metro Parking Policy

> Smart Growth Initiatives

> Congestion Management Program

jde TDM Implementation

> Significant mobility improvements require Metro Rideshare Program
major shifts away from driving alone. One of the most cost-effective strategies, commute services
have been provided to residents and employers in Los
> Metro will promote alternative forms of Angeles County for almost 30 years. Metro’s countywide
transportation through the creation of new rideshare program assists commuters in finding alternatives
employer rideshare programs. to driving alone. This program includes:
> The Metro Call for Projects will promote > Transit, carpool and vanpool information and ridematching;
land use/transportation coordination. > Qutreach to Los Angeles County employers to encourage
ridesharing to employment sites;
> Metro will continue to promote more TODs > Incentive and promotional programs such as specialized
that make public transit an increasingly real transit-pass programs geared toward business;
option for a new generation of Angelenos. > Vanpool support programs; and

> Market research on travel behavior and service
performance to improve options.
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be able to access buses and trains without having to drive
a vehicle to and from transit stations. The sustainability
of our transportation system depends upon the interface
between modes.

According to SCAG’s Year 2000 Post-Census Travel
Survey, nearly 12 percent of all trips in the SCAG region

are bicycling and walking trips. According to the 2001
National Household Travel Survey, many trips in
metropolitan areas are three miles or shorter. These
trips are targets for bicycling and walking, if facilities
are available and safe.

Bicycle Programs
This 2009 Plan will help implement the 2006 Metro
Board-adopted Bicycle Transportation Strategic Plan
(BTSP). It describes a vision for Los Angeles County to
improve bicycling as a viable transportation mode. The
° ® BTSP outlines a bicycle infrastructure that improves overall

BI Cyc Ies a n d PedeSt rlans mobility, air quality and access to opportunities. It also
shifts the focus in countywide bicycle planning from long
arterial bikeways to improvements for bicycle access to
167 bike-transit hubs throughout the County. Focusing
improvements at bike-transit hubs is a relatively simple
way to link bikes with transit and extend the reach of
transit without the use of a car. It increases the viability
of public transportation and facilitates ridership without
a huge investment in infrastructure and right-of-way.

> There are more than 1,250 miles of bikeways In 2006, the inventory of existing bicycle facilities in the
in Los Angeles County. County totaled 1,252 miles, including facilities such as the
Metro Orange Line Bike Path, San Gabriel and Los Angeles
River Bike Paths, Whittier Greenway Bike Path, Ballona
Creek Bike Path, Santa Monica and Venice Boulevard

bicycle lanes and hundreds more miles of bicycle lanes

> Metro will focus on improving bicycle safety and routes. Another 1,145 miles of bikeway projects have
and bicycle access on buses and trains, and been proposed in local agency bicycle plans that would
at transit hubs. nearly double the current bikeway system. Further, Metro
identified 53 gaps in the interjurisdictional bikeway system
> Coordinating pedestrian links between transit that can be filled by on-street or off-street bicycle facilities.
and the user’s final destination is critical to an
effective transportation system. Bicycle parking at transit stations is essential to
encourage the use of bicycles with transit. Bicycle parking
> Metro will improve pedestrian linkages to at employment centers and local destinations also help

bus centers and rail stations. reduce the expanding need for costly automobile parking,
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particularly in dense urban areas where space is limited.
As many as 36 bicycles can be parked in the space of
one automobile.

Local governments will continue to build bicycle facilities
using their Transportation Development Act (TDA)

Article 3 and Proposition C local return funding, while
Metro will provide regional funds through the Call for
Projects. Eligible projects include on- and off-street bicycle
improvements, bicycle parking, safety education, bicycle
racks on buses, bicycle stations and other bicycle access

e acknowledging its role in coordinating
bicycle facility planning in the region, Metro recognizes
the importance of local bicycle planning and strongly
encourages cities to develop their own plans. Metro
provides technical assistance to develop those plans and

qualify them for BTA funding.

Nearly !ll trips m!!!nﬂty, regardless of

purpose, include a non-motorized component. Although
almost nine percent of all the trips within Los Angeles
County are exclusively pedestrian trips and about half
of these are wa]kmg trips to and from home to work,

can be improved further.

Motorized transport modes should seamlessly link to
the pedestrian system in a way that efficiently allows
people to access primary and secondary destinations as
well as to make connections to the public transit system.

Several factors combine to create a pedestrian- fnendly
environment. Examples include: a wayfindi

easy connection to public transport modes. Physi
attractive features and amenities facilitate the flow of
pedestrian movement and encourage people to walk.

The primary challenge to improving the quality of the
pedestrian environment is retrofitting the existing built

form to make walking a more viable option for more people,

more often. Since much of the built form is orientated

to access by automobiles and the set of development
standards and regulations governing land development
are primarily focused on maintaining auto accessibility,
significantly increasing the share of non-motorized

trips will require time, coordinated policy and program
development, and a sustained funding approach. Many
cities in Los Angeles County have begun to initiate
activities to improve the livability of their neighborhoods,
including reducing traffic congestion and improving

FICURE BB

Bicycle Program

$ IN MILLIONS

ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

Constrained Plan

$11.7 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 287
‘Strategic Plan

$12.5 m/yr in 2009 dollars $302

FICURE CC

$ IN MILLIONS

ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

Constrained Plan
$11.7 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 287
$10.0 m/yr in 2009 dollars $ 242

FICURE DD

Transportation Enhancements Program

$ IN MILLIONS

ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE
Constrained Plan
$2.3 m/yrin 2009 dollars $72

THE SUSTAINABILITY
OF OUR TRANSPORTATION
SYSTEM DepPeNDS
upoN THE INTERFACE
BeTweEN MODES.

overall mobility. The linkages between development and
transportation modes are a critical factor in improving
overall mobility while maintaining the economic and
social viability and attractiveness of these communities.
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CalEnviroScree CalEnviroScreen 2.0 P L Total California ZIP code census Nearby Clt‘y : N N
Census Tract N Burden Characteristic N . (to help approximate | interactive
n 2.0 Score Percentile Range . Population County tract falls within . |
Perentilr location only) 1 map
1 v v 4 v v v v v ] v
1ﬂ6037433601 59.50 96-100% (highest scores) | 96 89 | 4923 |LosAngeles | 91770 |Rosemead | Click for map|
176 6037121222 59.45 96-100% (highest scores) 98 83 5293 Los Angeles 91352 Sun Valley :Click for map|
177 6029002302 59.45 96-100% (highest scores) 86 98 3378 Kern 93307 Bakersfield :Clickfor map]
178 6107001602 59.45 96-100% (highest scores) 87 98 5745 Tulare 93292 Visalia :Clickfor map]
179 /6019002501 59.44 96-100% (highest scores) 78 100 5098 Fresno 93703 Fresno | Click for map
180 6037186401 59.44 96-100% (highest scores) 93 94 3452